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Intervenor's right to disqualify judge, 92 A.L.R.2d 1110 


The right to disqualify a judge generally may be exercised by an intervenor, that is, one who is not an original party to a cause, 


but becomes a party in the course of the proceedings. | 


Once leave to intervene has been granted, even if on a limited basis, the intervenor has the right to apply for disqualification of 


the judge,” even if the plaintiff is content to try the lawsuit in that court.” However, successful intervenors who intervened only 
for a limited purpose were precluded from seeking disqualification on the basis of an ex parte conversation between the judge 


and counsel, where all other parties to the suit consented to the conversation." 


The right of an actual intervenor to apply for disqualification of a judge has also been denied where some aspects of the case 


were judicially heard prior to the granting of the intervention.” 
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Before a petition for intervention is approved, a prospective intervenor is generally not considered a party to the proceeding, 


and is not allowed to disqualify the judge.° Authority has held, however, that an intervention motion is a proceeding, and that 
a movant who believes that the judge is prejudiced should, for purposes of obtaining a hearing on the right to intervene, have 


the right to disqualify the judge.’ 


Where a petitioner's request for intervention has been denied, the petitioner is not a party to the lawsuit and may not request 


substitution of the judge.® 
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